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G381, Adulteration and misbranding of e¢hloroformn liniment, U. 8, * + *
v. George B. Bury. Plea of guilty. KFine, 820. (F. & D. No. 8460.
I. 8. No. 2263 -m.)

On November 13, 1917, the United States attorney for the District of Co-
lumbia, acting upon a report by the Seeretary of Agriculture, filed in the police
court of the District aforesaid an information against George B. Bury, Wash-
ington, D. €., alleging that said defendant, on ¥ebruary 8, 1917, at the District
aforesaid, in violation of the Iood and Drugs Act, did offer for sale and
sell a quantity of an article labeled in part, * Chloroform Liniment,” which was
adulterated and misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry. of this de-
partment showed the following results:

Alcohol (per cent by volume) — e 32.9

Chloroform (cc per 1,000 CC) o e - 231
or (minims per fluid ounce) .. ___ 111

Camphor (grams per 1,000 €C) — oo 26.3

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that it was sold under and by a name recognized in the United States Phar-
macopeeia, and differed from the standard of strength, quality, and purity as
determined by the tests laid down in said Pharmacopeeia, official at the time
of the investigation of the article, in that in 1,000 mils of the article theve
were 231 mils of chloroform, whereas the said Pharmacopeia provides thati in
1,000 mils of the artiele there shall be 300 mils of chloroform; and in that
in 1,600 mils of the arlicle there were 26.8 grams of camphor, whereas the said
Pharmacopeia provides that in 1,000 mils of the article there sh&il be 700
mils of soap liniment and that in 700 mils of soap liniment there ghall be 31.5
grams of camphor; and in that the article contained 32.9 per cent by volume
of alcohol, whereas the said Pharmacopeeia provides that chloreform liniment
shall contain 47 per cent by volume of absolute alecohol; and the standard of
strength, quality, and purity of the article was not declered on the container
thereof. ;

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statement, to
wit, *“ Chloroform 144 niin. to each fl. oz alcohel 48%,” borne on the label at-
tached to the bottle containing the article, regarding it and the ingredients
and subslances contained therein, was false and misleading in that it repre-
sented that each fluid ounce of the article contained 144 minims of chloroform
and that the article contained 48 per cent of alcohol, whereas, in truth and in
fact, each fluid ounce of the article did not contain 144 minims of chloroform
and did not contain 48 per cent of alcohol, but contained less than 144 minims
of chioloroform in each filuid ounce and contained less than 49 [48] per cent
of alcohol, to wit, 111 minims of chloroform to each fluid dunce and 82.9 per
cent of alcohol; and for the further reason that it contained chloroform and
aleohol and the label failed to bear a statement of the guantity or proportion
of chloroform and alcohol contained therein.

On November 13, 1917, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the in-
formation, and the court imposed a fine of $20.

C. F. MarvInN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



